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THE PAST.... With respect to the reference point, apart from locating it chronologically relative to the situation in question and relative to the present moment, all that the pluperfect tells us is that such a reference point exists in the context. It does not in itself give us any indication as to how we should find that reference point-this is part of the interpretation of the pluperfect in a particular context, not part of its meaning. [emphasis added] Bearing this in mind, one might argue that the had predicates in (3a) and (4a) are functioning as regular pluperfects since their reference is to a point chronologically prior to the reference of the verbs (fell, ran back, and so on) in the immediately following and subsequent clauses. Although we consider it important to note that these and other instances of preterite had in our data ARE To understand the functions of the preterite had tokens in our EPA corpus, we will, in the next section, analyze them both quantitatively and qualitatively.
QUANTITATIVE AND QUALITATIVE ANALYSIS OF THE EPA EXAMPLES
In the Appendix, we list all of the preterite had examples (52 in all) which we recorded in narratives from African-American school children (9 in all) in East Palo Alto in 1988. On the basis of these examples and on the evidence of all the past-reference verbs that occur in these narratives (281 cases in all8), it is possible to make some quantitative generalizations which extend our understanding of preterite had and its role in the tense-aspect system and narrative structure of its users. We will also consider some individual texts in detail to understand the qualitative functions of preterite had therein. Table 1 shows the frequencies of all past-reference verb forms in those EPA narratives which included at least one occurrence of preterite had. Note, first of all, that most of the past-reference verbs in these narratives-two-thirds-are standard, morphologically marked preterites (e.g., walked) and that unmarked forms (e.g., walk) occur only 5% of the time. One of our initial hypotheses *Excludes past tense copulas (151), modals (6) , and didn't (5), which do not vary with preterite had + V-ed in our corpus (i.e., *had been sick 'was sick'). tIncludes one token of had + V-0 (had push). +V-ed verbs: regular (walked) = 31 (17%); irregular (fell) = 145 (78%); syllabic (started) = 9 (5%).
RELATIVE FREQUENCY OF PAST REFERENCE FORMS.
?V-0 verbs: regular (walk) = 4 (31%); irregular (fall) = 6 (46%); syllabic (start) = 3 (23%). 231 AMERICAN SPEECH 71.3 (1996) was that the standard marking of the preterite (V-ed) might have been weakening in this variety and that preterite had + V-ed might have entered the dialect as a compensatory process. However, the low frequency of unmarked preterites in these narratives casts some doubt on this hypothesis, as does the fact that zero past marking is relatively infrequent in AAVE in general, particularly so with strong or irregular verbs (e.g., came). Labov et al. (1968, 138) , describing their Harlem, New York City data, noted, "The great majority of verbs in text occurrence are irregular, and these show the past tense forms." In a similar vein, Fasold ( 1972, 38-39) reported that only 1.6% of the strong or irregular past reference verbs examined in his AAVE corpus from Washington, DC, were unmarked, and Rickford (1992, 189) found that only 6% of irregular past forms were unmarked in samples recorded from AAVE speakers in EPA ranging in age from 13 to 88.
The possibility that preterite had might have emerged in this variety to compensate for the weakening of V-ed is further minimized by the data in table 2, which shows both the relative frequency of unmarked preterites in the narratives by verb type and the distribution of had + V-ed tokens by verb type. If the preterite weakening hypothesis were correct, we might have expected the verb type with the highest frequency of zero marking to be most commonly represented among the had + V-ed tokens, but in fact the opposite is true. Irregular verbs, which are LEAST frequently unmarked (4%), are MOST commonly represented among the had + V-ed tokens (56%), and syllabic verbs, which are MOST frequently unmarked (25%), are LEAST commonly represented among the had + V-ed tokens (2%). Table 3 shows the specific verbs which co-occur with preterite had in our corpus, in the forms in which they occur and with their respective frequencies. One noteworthy point is that all but one of these predicates (had a fight) are nonstative or action verbs, the kind that are conventionally found in complicating action rather than orientation clauses in narrative. Another point worth noting is that the form of the main verb is always V-ed (had came, had went, had threw, had Fleischman (1990, 157) , which establishes the semantic relationship between the temporal conjunction then and the use of the preterite tense in narrative and which supports our classification of the had tokens in our corpus as preterites rather than pluperfects: Narrative events are separated from each other by temporal juncture, which is semantically equivalent to the temporal conjunction "then": a happened, then b, then c, and so forth.... (1995) have argued that what we call here preterite had + V-ed and what they call "innovative had + past" represents a reanalysis of the conventional English pluperfect by AAVE speakers and its grammaticalization as a simple past or preterite. We agree with them on this but feel that the occurrences of this innovative preterite had need closer analysis to understand why and how the grammaticalization occurs-that is, what connection there is between conventional (pluperfect) and innovative (preterite) had usage, and why SOME preterites are more likely to be marked with had than others. Vanessa's use of had + past suggests that she views the events of 'becoming friends' and the manager 'calling her her sister' not as sequenced events, but as a result of some other action, perhaps the fact that they worked together a lot and got along so well. In this brief orientation section to a much longer narrative, Vanessa is offering background information, in essence 'setting the scene' for the rest of the narrative. Additionally, there is no explicit reference point stated in conjunction with the use of these forms. Instead there is an implied reference time which is the beginning of the actions that comprise the narrative.... In both examples (22) and (23), then, innovative had + past functions as a type of remote past signaling that the events described occurred prior to the telling of the narrative.
VERBS MARKED WITH HAD AND THEIR FORM.

Cukor-Avila and Bailey
We agree (with the authors here, and with the extended discussion of this example which Cukor-Avila has kindly provided us via electronic mail) that the explicit reference point which would favor the use of a conventional "pluperfect" in this narrative is not obvious . The real-time reference of the had predicates in lines (b) and (c) could not have preceded the reference of working in line (a), and standard-English speakers would probably encode them both as simple preterites (we BECAME good friends; she STARTED calling me her sister). However, the preterite hads in this intriguing example are not only prior to the start of the complicating action of the narrative; they are also prior (at least in part) to the stative (and evaluative) predicate liked working there in line (d), with the conjunctive so helping to reinforce this earlier/later, cause/effect relationship. To the extent that this is in fact the case, we can see something of the pluperfect's "relativeness" in the grammaticalization of had as a preterite.
AMERICAN SPEECH 71.3 (1996)
The following narrative from the EPA corpus similarly reveals how the relativity of the English pluperfect carries over into the preterite had usage of AAVE: The had broke preterite in the evaluation section (see Labov 1972, 370-75) of the narrative-where the action is suspended while the narrator reveals her frustration at the injustice of the situation-was classified by us as a conventional pluperfect, fulfilling the classic flashback function of marking a time prior to the reference point of the immediately preceding clauses (GOT in trouble; COULDN'T GET back; WAS so mad). The other had predicates in the opening lines of this story-had went; had got mad-were classified by us and by others whom we polled on this issue as preterites rather than pluperfects, since the reference points to which they might establish anterior reference do not precede them textually and they could just as well be encoded as conventional preterites (WENT somewhere; GOT MAD at me). Note, however, that the parents' going out marks a crucial part of the orientation phase of this narrative (this is the single orientation clause tabulated in table 4), providing an essential backdrop for the brother's getting mad and throwing a pillow at the narrator. Although the brother's getting mad may be legitimately interpreted as the first complicating action 236 PRETERITE HAD in the narrative (this is how we have interpreted and coded it), it could also be seen as another part of the orientation section, the final precursor to his throwing the pillow and breaking the vase. These initial had predicates, then, provide good examples of the use of preterite had to mark events prior to the first complicating action in a narrative (cf. Cukor-Avila and Bailey 1995 on this point above), and while they might most naturally be encoded in standard English as conventional preterites, at least some of the linguists whom we asked felt that they could also be encoded as conventional pluperfects in standard English (had gone; had gotten mad).
Relatedly, it is interesting to note that several of the preterite hads in our data, although they are part of the complicating action of the narrative, also mark temporary ( Sometimes, the reorientation does not involve movement to a new location but the temporary cessation or resolution of a conflict (e.g., had broke up in the following example), which re-erupts with greater intensity in successive clauses: 9. j. and then she take him off the pole k. And then she was jus' beating him up. The following example is particularly interesting because while the first had precedes the climactic PEAK of the narrative (the protagonist/narrator being "whupped" by her aunt for having gone to the bathroom in a bumper car at Disneyland), the subsequent hads precede and reinforce the sad POINT of the narrative-that everyone remained mad at the narrator for this accidental by-product of her excitement while on the bumper cars, and that in the middle of all the activities that Disneyland had to offer, the physically and emotionally exhausted family members went to their motel room and slept: 10. b. And then, and then (I was around eight), I used the bathroom. Cases like these, where the had precedes the descriptive peak or the emotional/moral point of the narrative, represent yet another instance of the "subjectification" which commonly occurs in grammaticalization, the pragmatic-semantic process whereby "meanings become increasingly based in the speakers's subjective belief state/attitude toward the proposition" (Traugott 1989, 35; 1994, 4) . Although they do not exactly resemble English pluperfects, they exploit the pluperfect's characteristic of "locating a situation prior to a contextually given reference point" (Comrie 1986, 16) to direct our attention to key complicating actions and evaluative points in a narrative. Strategically, the had predicates function as foreshadowers of key actions and points in the narrative, directing us to seek in adjacent clauses the reference points which occurrences of had would normally require.
Another way of understanding (9) and (10), and several other texts in our corpus, is to recognize that the had predicates presage the evaluative component of the narrative, what Labov (1972, 366) describes as "the means used by the narrator to indicate the point of the narrative, its raison d'etre: Why it was told, and what the narrator was getting at." Sometimes, the evaluation is external, by explicit statement ("I was crying," "they was mad at me and everything"), and, sometimes, the evaluation is embedded 238 PRETERITE HAD in the actions described ("we just went to our motel room and slept"). In (10), the external evaluation is provided at a point at which the action is suspended (Labov 1972, 374 Following Fleischman (1990) we may describe these dramatic highpoints of the narrative as constituting a PEAK, "a point in the Complicating Action in which discourse tension reaches a climax" (141). The significance of this is that Peaks "are frequently marked in surface syntax by various devices" including tense shifting:
Observing that Peaks are typically zones of linguistic turbulence (marked discourse micro-contexts) where predictable correlations between grammatical features and levels of information relevance operative elsewhere in the text are often cancelled or even reversed, Longacre (1976, 219ff) notes that a frequent strategy for achieving the highlighted vividness of narrative Peaks is through tense switching, in particular through a shift into the PR [Present]. [Fleischman 1990, 142] In the case of the EPA texts, the tense shift is marked with preterite had rather than the present tense. The usage is not entirely unprecedented, however, since, according to Fleischman (1989) The parallels are not exact-for one thing this unusual Spanish use of the pluperfect for the preterite can occur in a single sentence without its being in a sequence, and for another, its nonpersonal function is not shared with the EPA usage. But in both cases it can be said that the use of a pluperfect 240 PRETERITE HAD form marks a surprising or unexpected development, and one which, in at least the immediately preceding EPA texts, corresponds to a narrative Peak. Having described preterite had as sometimes marking the landmarks to actions in new episodes of narratives, sometimes marking the preludes to dramatic peaks or moral/emotional POINTS, and sometimes marking those dramatic peaks themselves, it must be admitted that in a number of examples-about 38% or 20 of our 52 tokens-preterite had appears to be simply used as a variant of V-ed, with absolute time reference and none of the relative time reference which would link it, however tenuously, to its pluperfect source. This is particularly true of the usage of David, a prolific had user whose single extended narrative accounts for just over a third of our preterite had examples (34-52, Appendix), many of them alternating in preceding or successive lines with simple preterites (e.g., hit. . . had hit; push. . . had push). These examples resemble the use of had for unsequenced listings and single events which Cukor-Avila and Bailey (1995) describe as later stages of the grammaticalization process.
x. Cause when he
USE OF PRETERITE AND PLUPERFECT HAD BY OTHER SPEAKERS
Our analysis of the narratives of the nine preadolescents from East Palo Alto who provided the data for this paper-all but two of them 12 years old16-has so far established that they use preterite had quite commonly and pluperfect had quite rarely. Note that the event (E) referred to in had give it back in (17) is chronologically earlier than the reference point (R) established by tol' him but that E occurs later than R in narrative time-precisely the pluperfect-favoring situation described by Comrie (1985, 65) .18 Tinky has ten tokens of pluperfect had, and they are all similar to Foxy's, insofar as they describe events (E) which are chronologically earlier, but later in narrative time, than another event which serves as the reference point (R). We will give three examples: Given the fact that the comparable percentage of preterite had for our EPA preadolescents is 96% (52/54 tokens, see table 1), one might hypothesize that they represent an even more advanced stage of the change depicted in figure 1. However, apart from the fact that the proportion of preterite hads in the EPA data would drop somewhat if computed against the total of ALL narratives or ALL recorded speech from these speakers,24 there is the problem that our two adolescent speakers (Foxy and Tinky) show no traces of this innovative usage.25 Since they were also born in the post-1970 period, we might have expected them to show some evidence of preterite had, the more so because we have longer recordings with them than we have with the preadolescents, and because the adolescent recordings include many narratives, the context which favors preterite had. On the basis of the EPA data alone, we would be hard-pressed to distinguish between preterite had as an age-graded feature (diminishing or dropping out of use as the speakers got older, and perhaps gained firmer control of the opposition between present and pluperfect) or as change in progress 245 AMERICAN SPEECH 71.3 (1996) (remaining in the speech of these preadolescents as they grew older, and increasing in frequency in the speech of successive preadolescent cohorts). Given the ancillary evidence of Labov et al. (1968) that innovations resembling preterite had were attested in New York over 25 years ago, we are tempted to conclude that preterite had represents change in progress in AAVE more generally, but we would need additional data both from the EPA and New York communities to confirm this. 
USAGE AMONG PUERTO RICANS
CONCLUSIONS AND DIRECTIONS FOR FUTURE RESEARCH
In this paper, we have drawn attention to the innovative use of had + V-ed in the narratives of African-American preadolescents from East Palo Alto as a preterite rather than a pluperfect tense, that is, without the relational reference point (usually earlier in narrative time) which the standard English pluperfect requires. However, close analysis of the preterite had tokens reveals that more than half of them serve the function of marking a narrative reorientation or peak, or of foreshadowing a narrative peak or evaluative point. In these respects, the grammaticalization of had as a preterite retains something of the relational nature of its source, the English pluperfect.
Comparisons with the usage of other speakers are quite revealing. On the evidence of Labov et al. (1968) , preterite had appears to have been attested in New York City over a quarter century ago, and to the extent that more recent usage among Puerto Rican students in New York is any indication, the innovation may have increased in frequency and spread to other ethnic groups in the interim. Data from Springville, Texas (as reported in Cukor-Avila and Bailey 1995), suggest that the grammaticalization of had as a preterite may have begun in the orientation clauses of narratives and spread from there to complicating action clauses and even to single events and unsequenced listings outside of narratives. Moreover, the Springville data suggest that the innovation began with speakers born before World War II and that it has increased steadily in its frequency with successive generations. It is tempting to see in the Springville and New York City data a more general pattern of change in progress and to assume that the EPA preadolescents represent the vanguard of such a process. However, the fact that EPA adolescents do not (yet) show any evidence of this innovation gives us pause, since age-grading is also a possibility.
Some of the directions for future research on this feature-which constitutes yet another exciting development in the study of AAVE's tense-aspect markers (compare how much we have learned about done, be done, stressed BIN, invariant be, steady, and come in the past quarter century) -are already implicit if not explicit in what we have written above. We need larger corpora of preterite had tokens, from EPA, Springville, Texas, New York City, and other American cities, and we need qualitative exegesis of their functions both within narratives and without, combined with quantitative tabulations of their use in relation to other past-reference predicates. We also need more substantive data on preterite and pluperfect had usage among older speakers (adolescents, young, middle-aged, and old adults), combined with data on present-perfect and completive usage, to distinguish between age-grading and change in progress. Finally, we need better data and analysis of the English pluperfect, as used in spontaneous and informal speech, for the innovation represented by preadolescent AAVE usage might reflect or might have helped to initiate a more general change in American English usage which is not (yet) documented in grammatical handbooks and formal studies in linguistics.
APPENDIX
Sentences with Preterite had + V-ed in East Palo Alto Corpus
Parenthetical information includes name, age, and example number in our list of narrative predicates. An asterisk indicates a written narrative.
